1. The quality of the figures is generally very good. It might be useful for the reader to have an overview map of the Baker Basin presented early in the paper (a map of the basin is only shown in Fig. 12 where the results are presented). In contrast, Fig. 8 could be omitted -in my opinion, it does not carry a lot of additional information. 2. Grammar and style need some final polishing, I have addressed some (but probably not all) issues in the specific comments below.
Specific comments
4767, 6 and 4772, 21: "Schuster" would be correct instead of "Shuster". (Table 3) as this is hard to understand for anyone not familiar with this method. (ii) It should be mentioned in the text that in Table 4 , the sum of the weights of all factors -i.e., the highest possible score -is 100. 4781, 22f: Please make clearer that the peak discharge you refer to is a computed (and therefore hypothetical) and not a measured one. Replace "glacier angle of terminus" with "slope of glacier terminus"; "Verification of outburst factors into the lakes": "into" seems not the correct word here; "Classification of lake outburst susceptibility". 
